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GVPW

1 Project Background / Scope T3 MASTER PLAN

Master Plan Process

Inventory & Analysis / Research

¢

Program Development

¢

Community Input / Needs

‘

Alternative Schematic Master Plans

¢

Community Review / Input

¢

Preliminary & Final Master Plan
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2 Inventory & Analysis

GVPW

2013 MASTER PLAN

Neighborhood Characteristics

Demographics / Development / Institutions / Land Use-Controls

Park Features & Use
Circulation & Parking

Vehicular / Bike / Pedestrian

Buildings

Visual / Views

Vegetation

Hydrology / Natural Resources
Utilities

Cultural Landscape / Park History

TODAY

update on selected
inventory and analysis
and park time-line of
development
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density <persons per acre>

west side of gvp 12 to 18 / acre
east side of gvp 4.3/ acre
uofr 23.5/acre
14621 21.9 / acre
park avenue 18.8 /[ acre

south wedge 12.6 / acre

rochester average 9.6/ acre
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land use planning <chili future land use>

g Legend

Future Land Use General Industrial

Descript

Limited Industrial
Recreation Areas

Limited Industrial W ADATOD

Conservation Areas

Residential
Agricultural/Conservation

Mixed Residential
Public/ Semi-Public/ Institutional

Multiple Residential
Commercial/General Business

S // / Restricted Business

)
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existing adjacent institutions
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development initiatives
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topography
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pedestrian / bike
circulation

300 FT
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vehicular
circulation

300 FT
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vehicular
circulation

(park)

300 FT
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water

300 FT
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buildings

300 FT
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recreation
fields

300 FT
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furnishings

300 FT
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vegetation
(complete)

300 FT
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vegetation
wooded
understory

300 FT
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vegetation
individual
tree survey

300 FT
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park
existing
conditions

300 FT
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water

regional bike routes

GVPW wmaster pLan CIRCULATION & PARKING o R



GVPW wmaster pLan VISUAL ANALYSIS / VIEWS



GVPW wmaster pran VISUAL ANALYSIS / VIEWS



GVPW wmaster pran VISUAL ANALYSIS / VIEWS



tree survey

individual survey data

‘ wooded area / understory

GVPW MASTER PLAN VEGETATION



diversity
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tree age distribution

<estimated via species growth factors, modified for park landscape context>

81-100 years

101-120 years
121-140 years
>140 years
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significant tree
locations

. +125 years (1888)
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significant tree
locations

. +125 years (1888)

+100 years (1913)

GVPW MASTER PLAN VEGETATION



significant tree
locations

. +125 years (1888)

+100 years (1913)

+80 years (1933)
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significant tree
locations

’ +125 years (1888)

+100 years (1913)

+80 years (1933)

GVPW MASTER PLAN VEGETATION



floodplain
‘ 100-year (1% probability)

. 500-year (0.2% probability)
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wetlands (state)

designated state wetland

% check zone
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Map Unit
Symbuol

Caob

Ee
Gak

RDs)
SeB

Uh

Map Unit Name

Colonie loamy
fine sand, 0to &
percent slopes

Eel silt loam

Galen very fine
sandy loam, 2 to
6 percent slopes

Genesee silt loam
Miagara silt loam

Schoharie silt
loam, 2to &
percent slopes

Urbian land




ecological context of the river
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